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Reagan’s Strategic Outlook: MX Missile Deployment

Spécal o TheNew Yk Times
; WASHINGTON, Nov. 22 — Follow-,
ng are the texts o{a statement loday
- by President Reagan on his decision
dpproving a plan for the basing of the
X intercontinental missile and a
statement'issued by the Defense De- ;
partment éxplaining the p(an'
£ For nearly two years my Adminis-
¥ zion ", Y‘” Lhe _matter of -
deve!npment of

013, ¥re$:dents
Nﬁon)We all have
ngly that st ning
ur land-} § i uesystem is abso: #
I ely s{gm g in America’s
eterren gab.uex o deter war and -

1 have svug,hl the counsel of my
predecessors, the opinion of members

f Congress, and the advice of the best
echnical and scfentific minds in the
eld. My Admm(stmtwn, as well as
e ones re it, has examined a
yide vartel o( 0] tions, includi
maller or bigger missiles, the devel
pment of one missile for common use
n land or at sea, and the possibility of
- -eatermobxmy. And, like the preced-
ng Administrations, we have cone
luded that MX is the right missife *
nd that now is the tim

Deciding how to deploy the missile
«- has not been that easy. A-variety of
v@ﬁi}g‘ mipdés has: been studied by

e terms of water,
s‘ocfal dlsrupnon, arid environ-
,mental damage seemed unréason-
e.
Consideration of Appmaehn
{ - For thesp rédsons, we considered
{other approaches while proceeding
{ with the development of the MX mis-
ile itself. The missile work is
m| te, The first test mght is
F for early next year. While
test ﬂﬁghts are just that = tests — I
‘have 10, doybts about the technical
“success, in fact_excellencé, of this

l-nln 1é- a imining how to base the
+ missiles, wé concluded that by pulling
+the launch sites much closer together
and making them a great deal harder,
we could make significant savings.
We.woyld need fewer silos, much less
and, and in fact fewer missiles, Wo

would “achieve a system that could ¢

. surviyé dgainst the current and pro
* jected  Soviet rocket mv:?toxy De-
- ployment of such a syste: would r&

1 qm:g the Soviets to make costly
ical developments if they vnsh to
ve ¢ogtem late a surpnse attack.
untermeasures
maly no more than
ca! dreams on which nio Soviet

u Mos of th
S teF

rs,\}’trecv zed:é(v.hebe
5 survivability, gﬂdydluu! tHe best deaer-
rence, liés'id the modernizatior of all

¥ v.hree legs of the Triad: submadrines,
and- land-based: ballistic
i m:ssua& ch gains ‘security as all

4 are rendéred suScepuble to techs
¥ O] mlDﬂa surprise.
L o osing ‘dow our

foxoe vﬂwgs ‘ntan mxssuel atthe rate
‘ of oné missile every month or two. -
eir immense warheads and an
quated fuel§ have no place in our et
' rent inventory.
i Third, we will mainta
P!
hese

ppro-

3 MinuJ‘.eman force, ut many of
removed if we reach

i agmgmem wnh me Saviets on strate-

} gicarms reductions,

% Deployment | ln Wyoming

urth, we plan to priduce 'the

“Peacel

8; now na eep-
eplay itin superhard silosat
Force Bass,

enne Wy
9 seems to be the most costet.
lpcat{on but [ appreciate the
tic offers by the mdzen: of

For over 20 ygars the United States
hag relied on a ¢ombination of land-
based missile, sga-based missiles, and
bers to deter’ Soviet aggression.
s d, as the combina-
s that U.S, forces
um;er ta!l o:ndméms, to
urvive a irst strike and to re-
P tallate. ln%gl‘mnenlﬂl ballistic mis-
. siles (ICBM s% gé(er a unique contri-
& efféctive deterrent value
fegi¢ Triad. They are accu-
i ‘Tesponsive; liave realizable,
{ real-time co:ﬁmump(@ions with com-

1 mand authoritie short time-
wtarget capab it d offer a]ert

Y.
Icﬁ 1 make t( more dnfﬁcufelor lhe N
I execuf

s.“

on MX Basing Plan

. cnt{cal command apd control Iac 1-
that

The THeory of the ‘Dense Pack’ Missile S;te

Soviet
Warheads

Thisis known as “fratricide.”

The “'dense pack™ mwss»!e site would be along,
slender column of about 20 square miles with 100 MX
missiles in harderied capsules. Soviet warheadsina
strike would hit and destroy some missjles in their
silos, but those explosions would also destroy Soviet
wameads commg alongside or behmd lhe first group.

explode many

. nuclear resource
refaliate.

The chnet Umqn wou}d needa slowly paced, drawn-'
outattack because of the slender column, and about
70 percent of the U.S. missiles would survive, The
shape of the field would also force the Soviet Union to
0re megatons per minutg in an -
attempt to pin down the MX force, depleting Soviet _

é3. Surviving MX's could be used tg

Source: Department of Defense.

l:‘evada to base the mxssﬂe in their
sta
' Ws will emphoe 100 of these mis-
siles (versus the 200 in some.of the
earlier plans) in faunch can(sters
* which can be moved, if necessary, be-
tween closelmac superhard silos.
We plan to d only 100 such silos,
but we will design the systeni so that
e can add more silog later, again
wn.hm the confines of a small fand
area, if the Soviets will not agree to
strategic arms reductions, or if they
persist in the development and’ pm-
duction of mora powerful and dead]:
weapons. We would prefer that m
Soviets dismantle $5-18's, rather than
we build more holes. But we can ac-
commodate e)ther apd  maintain
stability, -~
1 Ag far as an actwe derense i§ con-
_cermed, we do not wish tg embark on
any courde of action that could endan-
ger the current ABM treaty’so long as
xt is observed by the et Union.
Likewise, we do not wish to build even
the minimal ABM system allowed us
by the treaty, even though the Soviets
havedor
We: plan: to co;mnue research on
ballistic’

nuclear re-entry vehlcl% (RV's). ll is

71) feet long, 92 inches in diameter, and

'weighs approximately 192,000 pounds.

It has many advantages over missile

‘Wweapon systems currently in the U.S.

mvenmry. MX will be more accurate,

ca Ty more warheads, and has
g,reater ranf’[ e and targeting,

inuteman ICBM S,

grea!er resistahog'to nlu‘c!ear effe

ity
ts

The New York Times /Nov. 2,i962

uxemems and testing techru ues were
developed, they were applied in an up-
grade ﬁ)mgram that hardened Minute.*
x In rrud 1981 the Defense Nu-
reported
es to val dale
ess levels. The conclus‘ on of
lo de-

good accuracy are both reqmred to
damage hard targets, harder targets
will require higher yield or better ac-
curacy to destroy them. -

e
must be small enough to assure
prompt fratricide on incoming war-
heads but great enough to prevent the
Soviets from successfully targeti
multiple capsules with one warhead.

A spacing of 1 tweel
capsulesis anopumum distance td ag-
sure these objectives.

An array is the term given to the

CSB deployment field. Different arra;

shapes will create different fratricide

problems for the Soviets, The most

promising shape, and the one now con-

sidered for CSB, is a column or seg-
ed col

distance between capsules :

*I‘exts of Reagan and Pentagon Statements on MX Mlssﬂe Basmg Proposal

Cenler (ALCC) aircraft and satelhle
“relays. Besides mobility, the ALCC
has the advantage of communicatin
to weapon xystem and attacl%
assessrient sensors_throu;
radio links. 'Khe ALCC will alsa com-
municate to higher authority through
‘numerous and redundant radio links,
MX target storage and reprogram-
ming 4:.'«1patnl|(gv will be used to opti-
;mze the capal ility of the survivmg
for

CSB Effectiveness
CSB is effective because the close
spacmg of the MX capsules forces at-
tacking weapons to be closely spaced.
When early-arriving warheads deto-
nate, the nuclear effects caused by the

In summary, the baseline CSB con-
consists of one arrag of 100 MX
missiles in 100 capsules hardened to
very high levels for ground bursts and
roviding even greater protection
fmm air bursts, and spaced at 1
feet, This results in a system deplvy-
ableonabout 20 square mxles nl land,

CSB Concept
“of Operations

The facilities for CSB are divided
into three separate groups: those in

‘

the deployment area in a¢ dmun tothe -
MX

capsules, those at the Area Sup-

port Center, and those at the Main Op- ’

erating Base,
The area will be the

signs are reasnble. This breakt.h)mu
permitied the development o

concépt. Air Force stud.

vldes the MX with a greatly en-
gancedhard targeuuu;‘ bility.

7 The first three stages of the MX use :
solid pmpellam and provide the thrust
needed achieve  intercontinental
range, The f stage useg llquid
propellants to carry out the maneu-
vegs that p rl?n;:erly deploy. lhe RV sA

ies, under way for'some time, {ndicate ,

»that severe fratricide effects would
occur to attacking wea mas a result
of closé spacing - an be a

greater problem as spacmg became
smaller and smaller. The Townes
Panel, studymgl MX basm alterna.
tives during 198! thxs fact

stage carries  the' comy 1e
and electronic equipment thaf Fg\d 3
and control the mxssue r m the time

ot launch’ mroug e refease of RV's;
The MX guidance and control systémy -
uses an adva. inértial refereng

sphere (AIRS) th tprvv(qe: the fI
* computet with in rmemou on m;sslle
movemént during
'me re-entry systemhconslsts ql two
t

v.he kind of sman hlgh]y accumte.
hopefull: nm\nuclear. weapons that
utilize'the microeléctronic and other
advanced technologie§ in which we
excel. The objective of this program i§
stabxlifxe(tior our ICBM forces, inl the
against Soviet breakout
of tha AB treaty, and the technica]
competence to evaluate Soviet ABM
developments. We currently have no
plan to deploy any Ballistic stsnle
Defense system.
Estimated Cost of Program
The entire missile and basing pro-
ram will cost about $26 billion in 1982
ollars, commencing with this fiscal
year. That's a reduction by half, both
in cost and in numbers of missiles de-

ployed, {from the other plans on

the,
mwtng boards when I entered office,

The on, omg balhsnc missile defense
researcl %n elopment will cost
about $2. 5 bxllwn Both of these pro-
ms are already reflected inthe FY
&’ﬁmdget pmjectxons, but the specifie
deds{ons announced today allow us to
with the reductions from my
Februa budﬁe! request for this year
of a billion dollars, which we have so
careful]y worked out with the Cone

&% cannnmty of effort in national se-
curity affairs is essential. Turbulence
is wasteful beyond words. These pro-
grams to increase the stability and se-
curity of our strategic nuclear forces
a;e urgently needed. The planning by

y predecessors made them possible,
but it is for my successor that I make
these decistons. With'every effort, the

Peacekeeper missile still will not be
fuily deployed until, the late, 1980's
when get another President shoulders
these burdens.

Iurge the Congress, and all Ameri-
cang, fo support this pmgram devel-
oped under several Presidents: those
in the past who conceived and urged
the deJJloymenl of MX and the current
Président who has made these djffl- |

cult decisions. It is only by such stead.

% fastness of purpose that we can main-

tain_ the peace which every nation

needs to-work out the hopes and
dreams thwwnpeop e, g

3

ent
\ Todule 304 the shroud. The
ment module, attached
stage, carries the

Vs, l ’
shroud covers the deplaymen\ nzudula

and protects the RV’
two stages of flight,

Closely Spaced ] Basing

Traditionally, hardnéss and spicing
decisions for missile deploynients
have been based on the vbjecnvq of ine.
suring that no more than oné misgile
could be destroyed rvdper atfacking war-
head. Greater hardness allows clgser
dpa ing because it is more dxmc;{ o

mage harder targets with a“given

s dunng lhd mt

'man and early Minuteman hunch
facilities were conservatively spaeed

% relatively low silo hardness levels: As
more sophisticated hardness meas-

eploy- - distances that maximize phe-
. nbmenon of fratricide while still far

several miles apart because of the -

Sertous
tion of explojting fratricide effects ta
advantage in MX beslng, Wlth new
evidence in superhard ds
nology, an undexstandmg v( { ratricide

* effects and getus provided by

lhe Preside‘gt !ClSCB M Modermzaléon

e concept was de-

ﬁneﬁ analyzed and is now the MX

rmanent basing recommendation.

CSB involveg deploying 100 MX mis-

“Siles in superhard capsules }61“ close
o

gh apart to prevent one weapon
from destroying two capsules, The
" major features of the CBS concept are
the” superhardened capsule, close
spac{ng. and array shape.

The superhard capsule containg the
MX missile and its canister/launch-
er, It protects the missile against the
effects of nuclear detonations, The ob.
Jectivé is to build a capsule so hard

array of capsules. Security police will
use ramums inside the array to moni-
Vtor security. Also in the array will be
two underground launch control facill-
tieg to provide communications be-
tween the capsules and higher author-
ity and command and control over
da{ to-day ope tiong in u‘:e missile

The Area upport Cen!er contams
the stsnle Assembly Facility for as-
sempling the £apr missile corgrgjo-
nents and sy equipment.
center will be served b{ transpor-
tation for shipment of large compo-
nents. At this center there will also be.
a Weapon Storage Area, a Site Se-
curif dy center fo controllmg entry to

eplayment area and monitoring

out the area and fi-

nauy, a 'Vlamtenance and Support Fa-
cility for general méiptenance and ad-
m:mwauve requlremems for person-

The Main Operating Base will make
use of existing military facilities to
the maximym extent possible to sup-.
port the MX system. Additional con.
struction may be needed to support
the required manpower and mis-
sile requirements. Included will be an
Operations Support Center for staff
functions to maintain the operational
reéadiness of the MX weapon system,

and g and stor-

1hat air burst attacks are ineffective,
This is desired because the nuclear ef-
-fects (and resulting fratricide) of in-
coming weapons are more severs for
asurface byrst than for anair burst.
Another objective of hardness id to
prevent the Soviets from fracnona!mg
(reducing the yiel a,nd increasing the'
* number of) the re-: re-entry vehicles on
their rmssnles. Smce hlgh yield and

l

agéareas.

For normal day-to-day operations ~

the Launch Control Center provides
command and control of the missiles,
‘This invojves monitoring the status of
and issuing commands to maintain
system readiness.

During and after an attack, surviv-'
able command and control would ba
ynwided by Axrboml; Launc.h Control

200 -

des roy “or “deflect  off-

weapons that follow
(rratndde) The Soviets do not now
have, nor are they projected to have in
the near-term, the capability to avoid
these fratricide effects,

The major nuclear effects that com-
bine to make an attack on CSB ineffec-
tive are both prompt and longer term.
:The prompt. nuclear effects' inclide
radmtxr.-n, air blast and fireball. These
effects destroy or degrade. the per.’
formance of i oommg weapons and

prevent the from executing a
pmuéely timed attackon all CSB cap-
sules, ag well as f: ced attacks.

esi
rmmpt effects, they will find that the
onger teym e((ects such as dust and
debris, foreclose their ability to reat.
tack after an initial wave for extended
periods of time. C uently, MX in
CSB remains suyvivable and can be
usedin retaliation as necessary
Fratricide, then, puts a limit on the
size of an attack on the capsne array
reduces the usefulness of the
large numbers ol warheads the Sovi.
ets possess. Since the Soviets are un-
able to genemce an effective attack on
MXinCSB, I see no advantage
in inmatmgea conﬂlct and thus, deter-
- rence will 3
The Soviets may choose 0 seek im-
provements to_their ICBM. forces n
order fo threaten MX in €SB, In the
near-férm through the early 1990's,
they could increase the yiel of their
reentry vehicles in an attempt. to
overcome the hardness level of CSB
capsules, but the larger yield sf
* cantly iricreases the fratricide effect
therefore the CSB deployment ot mo
MX missiles in 100 capsules will re.
main a strong and wable deterrent
against lhe near-term threat
For the fonger term, mld to late-
1990 s, the Soviets may seek techno-
ical breakthroughs, which may
I ow them to deploy low yield, highly
accurate, earth-penetrating weapons
that could threaten the ha CSB cap-
sules and avoid fratricide, If so, the
United States would have a number of
ons to'enhance CSB and maintain
its viability. These apuon; include
straightforward untermeasures,
concealment in addmunal capsules,

. balhsltc missile défense, of déep bas-

g In all cases, expénsive and risky
Sovxe! development programs can, .be
countered effectively relativel
simple and quickly dep oyable U §y
responses,

Preszdent Urges Support for Dense Pack Deployment of MX Mtssde

Continued From Paggl 1

serveevenif it did not ratify it,

‘The President and senior Adminjstra.
tion officials suggesfed that the missile
might be an item for negotiation with

nuclear arms.

Mr. Reagan made his decision on the
missile system known in a letter to Con-
gres3 this afternoon and in a televised
speech fonight, but that was preceded
by briefings for Congmssxmal leaders.
aletter from Mr, Reagan toother rem-
bets of Congress, and briefings for the
press by Administration officials and
Air Force officers in Lhe Whne H\mse
and Penta, fon.

In hig address, Mr, Reagan sald that
“the MX missile is the right missile a!
thier(‘l t time. t" }lielgssened. “Itis
solutely essentia] that we mpeed
pmduc:é this mlssﬂe and thalpwe base it

in aseries of cl slloq at War

.| ren Air Force e near Cl eyenne,
W) mmg-.",

With an edgmem to tﬁe long | re;

OW]
and uvuble1 history of the missile, Mr.
Reagan said, “1 urge members of Cons

¢| gress who must pasg this plan to listen

ties to the poing

siles have only limited capabxhtles :

against them, This imbalance in such
a_critical component of stratey c
capability seriously undeymines
strengthof our nuclear detérrence.
missile is designed to re-
solve - this “imbalance. Unlike the
Minuteman, the MX has the prompt,
hard target ca bmcynecessaryme(—
fectively retalfate- against the tuu
range of Soviet targets. The MX also
the necessary baslng flexibility to
insureits survivability,

President Reagan’s
Modernization Plan .
In October 1981 President Reagan

Tdad ocmpo

v.l\s Soviets have devel-
’oped and “deployed numierous, large
*and highly accurate weapons ¢apable
{of destroying most of the U.S. lCBM~
.. force in a first strike, while expending
| a relatjve mall propemon of their
{ICBM apce' h proges

« ThgSoviets have also lakeu steps to
«reduce our ability to retaliate. They
bave hardened their ICBM silos and

>—.

modemmng U.Sx strategic forces‘
+ key part of that Lglan was his proposal
ta remedy the U.S. land-based ICBM
deﬁcxencxes. His plan called for de-
“ployment of the MX missile with an
initial operational capability in 1988,
To insuré this early eploymen!, the
President dlrected a ssive r&
search program to idenu

perma- |
nent, survwablo means of basing the\

MX. Thi search work hag shown
that CIoseI{ Spaced Basing (CSB) is
the most eflective basing option.

The MX Missile
The MX is a four-stage ICBM that
carries' 10 independently targetable

] Approved For Release 2010/09/13 :

Yt
nenbal balhsl[c missiles had become ac-
curate and powe: enough to pul the
Umled States ICBM force at
Senior Air Force officer to d mpor!-

1,000 Minuteman nucléar missileg could
bedes!myed by one-fourth of the Soviet

Union's ICBM’s, In addition, he as:
ed, the United States could (mt dest ?vy
mf,k Russian force evenr with a first

e,
Work on the MX, (or missile exper‘l-

the Soviet Union in lhe talks to reduce bo

ers today that the United States forcé of |

it put t.he United States ata dxsadvan-
tage.

In October 1981 the Px-es{dent dis-
closed a $180 billion plan to revitalize
the nuclear deterrent capability, in-
cluding the land-! based missile s{slem.
bers and subm arines that

T%mnge missiles, -

@ President pxx?osed placing 40
MX missiles in hardened Minuteman
silos’until a’permanent base could be
selected from among three options: an
aircraft capable of several days’ fiight,

a system defended by antimissile mis-
sueu, or a base deep underground.

gress, however, insisted on a
decmon on 4 permanent base by Dec. 1,
and denied funds for the air patrol
plane.

Some critics of the. dense pack plan
said today that development of the
ballistic ‘missile defense had “hot
pmg:&sed | enough and that deep undef-

round basing was too uncertajn,

f. Charles Townes, a physlclst at
the U lversx( of Califor hag been

aving ressed skepti-
clsm thxt the silog could be hardened
enough to withstand the blast 0( anall-
out Sovw! attack,

?:13 .:f.amme the facts before they. com 2 anmcide‘ IsKey b
Planning for the MX missile began in plan proposed today c"“’ for

o 100 sllns with walls of cor
s mIdL070's when Atperlcan military | U and st % % ix o lght foct ihick and ar

feet apart in an

array abaut 14 miles fong and 1.5 miles

wide. The first silog and mnssues are to
beoperatmnal late in 1

In addm«ig td the hardemng of the

sxlos to withstand a pressure of moré

per square inch,

dense pack wvuld mly on what is called

““fratricide,” in which the first incom-

- ing nuclear warheads would detonate

and create such blast, heat and debns

that they would destmy or deflect those
warheads coming behind.
Administration officials asserted that
the Russians would be unable to launch
afirst strike certain to destroy all of the
missiles in the dense L‘:ack They said
that at least half of MX missiles
could survive to rise through the radia-
uon, heat and debris in a remhalory

58

The officials: said that dense pack
would cost $26 billion initially, with an
additional 8.5 billion goisig into contin-
ued intensive research for a ballistic
mxssxle defensive system. Later,
system could be added to dense pack for
$9 billion to $12 billion. Adding more
silos to deceive Soviet satellites, an
other option for the 1990’3, would cost an
additional $2 billion to §3 bullon. theof-
ficialssaid., ,

The omcms said the'site i m Wyommg
was chosen over three in Nevada and
one in New Mexico becaus it was
closer to the Soviet Union and met other
cmeria, such as geclngxcal structure

Warren Air Force Base is alnad lhe

site of a vast Minuteman fie! thus

the effect of the new mnssue deploy-
ment on transportation, ene: suj
lies and land use was said to

least amongnge base candidates,

Mr. Weinberger, in a news briefing,
contended that the second arms limita:
tion treaty would not be violated be;
cause the new missileg would be de-
new silos, rather than placed
on new launchers that are forbidden.

Asked whether the Russians
ject, hg asserted: I don't think

any way they ‘can successfully claim
thig is a violation of the SALT-1I
treaty* .

Congress has 30 legislative days in

hach it can veto the proposed base,

ber

‘mental, which the Ai
is twice as sccurate ad the olde
Minuteman and could carry i0 or more
warheads, began in the Carter Adminis.
tration. The MX was designed to have a
e of about 7000 miles:

indm an invulnerable base, how:
ever, has been the sticking point. Offi-
cfals in the Carter Administration con.
sidered more than 30 methods, settli
on a plan in which 200 missiles woul “l;g
shuttled among 4,600 shelters scattered
across the deserts of the West,

By deceiving Sov(et satelhtea, that
plan would have forced the Soviet Union
{obuild a warhead to take out each shel-
ter or to see the United States: build
more shelters, The second arms control
treaty was intended to limit that race,

President Reagan, however, rejected
that proposal as he Tejectdd the seamd

arms limitation freaty on gmund

‘Peacemaker’ Loses
" Missile Name Game

{alto The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Nov, 22 — In addf.
tion to the hard dme the ReagSn Ad-
mmlstranon had in finding a home for
the MX missile, the Government also-
had a hard time finding a name for the

“new weapon.

* Untit 2oday, the expenmental mis-,
silé was to have been called “Peace-
maker.” But at the last minute, ac-.
cording to Administration omcxals it
was changed to ‘Peacekeeper.”

The officials said someone decided
that “Peacemaker" was too close to
t | *‘pacem:

éIA-RDP90-00552R0005053761 03-9 |

T, ger declined to give his as-
sessment_of its chances, saying:
don'tdo any predxcuonsﬂ'
* Congressional leadeu, emergin
{rom a meeting with the President at
the White House, seemed _skeptical,
Senator John Tower, Republican of
Texagand chairman of the Armed Serv-
16 Committee, sq:d the plan would be
iven a full hearin, that he wag
¢ optumsucally hopeful it would work.”"
Senator Henry M. Jackson of Wash-
ington, a senior  Democrat on the
Arm rvices Committee, said he
wanted to know more abqut the system

and indicated that the President had | th

suggested it would be up for negotiation
with the Russians. Senator Jackson
,a-d "1 bope that it will never have to

be bui
Pressler; Republican
rsgé}mh Dak{zz and chairman of the

Fuxexgn Relations Subcommntee on
Arms Control, "assert
just too many unanswered
Representative Bnll Green, epublican
of New York, said: ““No matter how it is
packaged, the MX missile program is a
mnstacl;tir mxhtanry, soclany and
y.
chairman of a coaltiort of conser-

pa that pro-
%mm is in trouble,” he said. General
anjel Graham, a retired director of*
the Defense Intelligence Agency, said
dense packwas unpmv
Amy rats, Senators Carl

Le'vmmf Mic!u an, Edward K

Cy of Massachusetts, Alan Cranst
o( amamia and Egnest F, Hollings of
Carolina reiterated earlfer oppo-
smon to the missile project, Represent-
ative €lement J. Zablocki of Wisconsin,
chairman of the Committee on Fo; ;;5\

Affairs, said he had reservations al

pumng all the eggs in one basket.”
‘Amon; arms wnlml associations op-
[ posir e , John Isaacs of the
Council for a vaable World, comment-
ed: “Thanksgiving is coming early; the
President has pmwted a xurkey tothe
nation thee days

2 Nuns to Spend Six Mo'nths
In Prison for Nuclear ?rqtest

P) = Two

DENVER, Nov. 22 (A
Roman Catholic nuns were Sehtenced

ob- today to six months in prison for forgmg
re jg | GOVernment passes.

and trespassing at
the Rocky Flats nuclear weapons plant,
Wwhere they’ hmsted a flag wuh “Death

aclorﬁ

1 sttncl Judge Zita Wein-

shienk sentenced Sister Pat Mahoney

a.nd Sister Ann Marie Nord to five years

in prisor, then suspended all but shng

wl
were cofvicted Nov. 10, are o spend an-

other two years on probation,

In sentencing the two women for the
September incident, J udge Weinsheink
said, cannot take the faw into

urowﬂ hands and |(you do, you mus(

pre ared to face the consequences.””

rlier, Sister'Anne Marie told the
)udge “I5till feel very right about what
we did. There’s no question in my mind
that we acted 01 behalf of all people in
the world, Clearly, the commoni good is
at stake here, and if the law is ot for
e common ood of the people, then
youmust brea

Don'finiss S;mdny'l Times Mogarine
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Reagan’sStrategic Outlook And Eventful Days in Moscow T

A New Meinber of Politbitio

BySERGE SCHMEMANN
. Special to The New York Times

MOSCOW, Nov. 22 — The Communist
Party | leade:sh: P, meeting today for the
first time since the selection of Yuri V.
Andropov as its head, added a new
member to the ruling Polithuro,

Geidar Alirza ogly Aliyev, the 5%
year-old head of the ofganization
in the Republic of Azerbaijan, on the
border with Iran, was promoted from
c:md!date, Or nonvoting member, to full
membership in the Politburo, bringing
itto 12 meinbers.

Mr. Aliyev had been a career officer
in Azerbaijan's secret police, and his
appointment as first secreta.

eéma!l southern republic in 1969 mltl-

a large-scale crackdown against
(he widespread oompnon pxevalem

Tass also ported that leolal L
Ryzhkov the first deputy chairman of
Gosplan, the state economic plannm%
agency, hag been named one of the 1
full-time s retarles of the party. Mr.
Ryzhkov, 54, has a bagkground in heavy
industry and transport, and is e: ted
to take over responsibilities for these
sectors in the influential Secretariat.
changes announced by. th
tral Committee involyed only Commu.-
nist Party offices, and the designation
of a new President of the Presidium of
the Supreme Soviet — the ceremonial
prwdency left vacant by Mr, Brezh.
eath — and any ministerial
changes were left for the Supreme
Soviet session starting Tuesday. .

Al long with Mr. Aliyev’s
the Cenlm! Comnmittee wnhrmed that

from the Polit:
s, the official press agen Lx
said hie had left fof reasons of heal
and offered no evidence to support
rumors that Mr. Kirilenko had been dis-
gra

+- New Member of Pmyseu:(aﬂat '

Mr. Kirilenko was repo;
carious health last sﬁnng and is said to
have suffered a stroke during the sum-
mer. His resignation from the Poh!bum
'was effectively confirmed when his por-
trait failed to appear among those of
other members in dnsglays raised for
the Nov. 7nau0nal holiday,

f Power U

Although the personnel shifts were
e Mr. Andro-

the first announced under
pov's leadership, Western diplomats
found that they did not bear his stamp,
and had probably been decided on
re Mr. Brezhnev's death on Nov. 10.

Mr. Aliyev had been regarded as a
favorite of Mr, Brezhnev's — the late
leader’s last trip outside Moscow was to

Baku, the Azerbaijani capital, and Mr.
Aliyev was considered among the moré
sycophantic of regional leaders toward
Mr. Brezhnev, .

Similarly, Mr. Ryz.hkqv had seemed
slated to filla vacancy left by Mr. Km-
lenko, whose resrgnanon had been evi-

Cen- :

Government cars parked uutslde the

of the Soviet C i

Party Cenlra,l C i

Asocated Prese
ln Moscow yeslerday asthe Cen(ral Committee met.,

energy of his staft dunng his first days
in office on the major economic speech
he éxesented to the Central Committee,

had left personnel matters for Lhe party ranks.

The proinotion of ML AL\y
any evenr did not change ths balance of
power, and the Azerbauanl chief had
beena K.G.B. official when Mr. Andro-
pov headed the security organization,

|smg Lhe possibility of an early pro-

dent before

The diplomats concluded that Mr,
dropov had pmbaply concentrated

An;

the | Mr.

The chang% still Ieft more places on
Lhe Politburo and in the Secretariat for
Andropov to fill, and Western mpl;-

mats suspect he ma; summon the Cen-
tral Committee back when heis ready
to make his own changes in the top

Cityto Get BrezhnevName

The final action of the Central Com-
mittee today was to adopt adecree ‘‘on
perpetua ion Leonid . Brezhnev's

emory,” Tha! ecree, and the fre
quenf mention of Mr, Brezhnev’s name
g;l s speech, confirmed

l.hat Mr. Brezhnev would be installed
ﬁrmly inthe. Sov-net hlstoncal pantheon.

The decree named a long list of
laces, factories and schools — ranging
rom the young industrial city of Nabe«
rezhnye Chelny toa secondary school in

zerzhinsk, the Ukrainian cit;
where Mr. Brezhnev be party worl
— that would henceforth bear his name.
‘Naberezhnye Chelny, a city of 300,000,
ew up on lze Volga River under Mr.
rezhney's administration as the site of
the giant Kama truck plant,
In addxuon, Tass reported that the
name of the “outstanding leader,” the

| "lrue continuer of Lemn 's cause,” “‘the

ardent champion of f peace and Commu-
nism,” would be \en toa dxsmct o(
Moscow and ano Dneprodze:
hinsk; to ‘the “Atnmmash (actory
where nuclear power plants are mass-
produced, the giant Nurek hydroelec-
tric station in central Asia and several
other large industrial and agricultural
enterprises; tqQ ships — anatomic-
powered icebreaker, a warship and an
ocean liner; to a military high school
and a fe training division, and to
squares in Moscow, Leningrad, K.le'v,
ma-Ata and Dneprodzarzhinsk.

Excerpts F rom Andropov S Speech to

MOSCOW, Nov. 22 (AP) — Follow-
ing are excerpts from a speech by the
Soviet Communist Party leader, Yurl
V. Andropov, to the party’s Central
Committee today, as translated and
distributed by the Soviet press agency
Tass:. «

- The Political Biureau has considered
and considers it corr‘énulsory, particu. .
larly in the present-day international
situation, to provide the army and the
nayy with everything necessary.

‘The draft budget insures the financ-
ing of the economy and socio-cultural
developmen!

e chief indicator of the economy's

emcxency — labor productivity —
WS at a rate that cannot satisfy us.
Conditions, both economic and organi-
zational, should be provided to encour-

. a&e quality and producnve work, mm-

lxeand ente bee W 1

: n said latel
al;out the need fq extend the lndepend"
ence of amalgamations, . enterpnses
and collective and state farms. The
time seems to have come m lacldeﬁus

roblem in practice. The Politbureau

as instructed the Council of Minis-
ters and the State Planning Commit-
tee on this score. It is necessary m
conduct experiments if need be,
make appraisals and to take accounl
of the ¢ experience of fraternal coun-
tried. It is necessary to create a situa-

tion in which those who boldly intro-
duce new technology do not find them-
selves at a disadvantaj
The death of Leonid Ilylch Brezhnev
caused abroad a lot of ooneecture con-
cerning the future policy of the
C.P.S.U. and the Soviet state in inter-

“ national affairs, Just think how many

attempts have been made in recent
years to ascribe to the Soviet Union all
kinds of sinister intentions, to portray
our policy as an aggressive one jeop-
ardizing the security of néw one state,
now another. But now it turns out that
1hey worry lest thi$ policy might be
changed. ‘The, continuation of this
policy is seen 4s an important precon-
dition for peace and tranquility in the
international arer
 ihiok thav the difficultiés and
tenswn characteristic of the present
mtemanonal situation can'and must
be overcome, Ma cannot end-
lessly t up with the arms race and
wp‘r’s unless it wants to put its fu-
ture at stake. The Cammumst Party
of the Soviet Union does not want the
dispute of ideas to grow intoa cunrmn-
tation between states and “peoples, it
does niot want arms and the readiness
to use them to become 4 gauge of the
potentials of the social system.

e aggresswe desighs of imperial-
ism compel us, together with the fra.
ternal soc)ahst stales, o shcw con-
cern, and in earnest at that, for main-

faining our defense capabrhty at a

proper level, But, as was stressed by

Leonfd Ilchh more than once, mili-

tary rivalry is not our choice. The

ideal of socnahsm is a'world wnhout
rms.

The pnmary concern of our srfy
will continue to be the strengtherung
of the socialist community, In u.mty
lies our strength,

Ties Wilb Other Nations

The Communist Party of the Soviet
Union and the Soviet state sincerely
wish for the development and im-
provement of relations with all social-
ist countries., Mutual good will, re-
spect for each Other’s legitimate inter.
ests and common concern for the in.
terests of socialism and peace should
prompt correct solutions also there,
where appropriate trust and mutuai
understanding are still lacking for
various reasons.
* This also refers to our grea! neigh-
bor, the Pedple’s Republic of China.
‘The ideas formulated by Leonid Ilyich
Brezhnev in his speeches in Tashkent
and. Baku, ‘the, emphasis he put on
common sense, on the need to over-
cogte the inertia of prejudices, ex-
pressed the conviction of all our party,
its desire to look ahead. We pay great
agtenuon to every positive response to

is from the Chinege side.

The importance of the group of

the Soviet Party s Central Committee

stata that created the nonaligned
" movement is gmwmg m international
life, With many é m the Soviet
Union has all-roup rnendly ties that
benefit both sides and make for
greater stability in the world. One ex-
ample of this i3 the Soviet Union's
relations with India. Solidarity with
the states which have gained freedom
from celomsl oppression, with the
peoples who are upholding their inde-
pendence, has been and remains one
of the fundamental principles of
Soviet foreiga policy.

Since the early days of Soviet power
our state has been invariably express-
ing readiness for open, honest cooper-
ation with all countries that recipro-
cata these sentiments. Ditferences in
the social systems must be no obstacle
to this, and they are no obstacle where
there is good will on both sides. This is
borne out oonvmcmg!y by the marked

rogress

£
All ate equany mterested in pre-
serving peace and détente, There{ore.
statements in which the readiness for
normalizing relations is linked with
the demand that the Sowe! Union pay
for this with some sort of

conventional arms. But let no one ex-
t a unilateral disarmament from
us. Weare not naive people.
We do not demand unilateral disar-
mament from the West, We are for

concessions in different fields do not
sound serious, to say the least. We
shall not agree to this and, properl.
speaking, we have nothing to cancel.
We did not introduce sanctions
against anyone, we did not denounce
treaties and agreements that were
signed, and we did'not interrupt talks
that were started. I should like to
stress once more that the Soviet Union
stands for accord, but this should be
soug)]n on the ba,sis of reciprocity and
uality.

In our opinion tHe point of talks with
the U.S.A. and other Western coun- *
tries, pnmanly on questions of re-
s}lirammg the an?s race, does not lie in

For

in
et Union' s peaceluf cooperation
with many West European countries,

<o Pollcyo!Deten(e

are deeply convinced that the
70 s, chaxactenzed by détente, were
not — as is asserted foday by certain
xm rialist leaders — a chance epi-

la in the difficult history of man.

kmd No, the policy of détente is by no
meang z:h?ast staga. The future be-
lonigs fo this policy.

ks are a way of joining effons by
d)f{erent states in order to achieve re-
sults useful to all sides. The problems.
will not dlsafapear by themselves if the
talks are held for the sake of talks, as
it unfortunately happens not infre.
quently. We are for the search of a
healthy basis, acceptable to the sides
concerned, for a settlement of most

equality, for
terests of both sides, for honest agree-
ment, We are ready for this.

Nuclear Arms Freeze

As to the nuclear strategic arms
possessed by the U.S.S.R and the
U.S.A., the Soviet Union, as is known,
agrees that the two sides should, as
the first step on the way to a future
agreement, freeze their arsenals and
thus create more favorable conditioris
for the continyation of talks on the
mutual reduction of zhese weapons.

* Generally ' , the Soviet
Union rejects the viewpoint of those
who are trying to 1mpress on people
the id¢a that force, arins, decide and
will always decide e\er,'thmg Today
as never before the pedples come to
the forefront of history. They have
gained the right to have their say, and
their voice wjll not be ruffled by any-
one, They are capable of removiag, by
vigorous and purposeful actions, the
threat of nuclear war, safeguarding
peace and hence life on this planet.

ms,
course, the problems of curbing the
armsrace, involving both nuclear and

Party of the Soviet
ann ihe Soviet state, will do every-
thing possxble Lhat this should be so.

T

Andropov Affirms a Commitment
. To Pursue Detente With the U.S.

" Continued From Pagel

eral Secretary 10 days ago, he added:
*But, as was stressed by Leonid Tlyich
more t.hau once, mxhtary rivalry is not
our chol¢é. The ideal of socrahsm isa
worldwmnu tarms.”?

I-‘unber on, the new party leader
"sald: “We are deeply convinced that
v.he 70's, chafacterized by détente, were
is asserfed today py certain
st Iéaders — a chanca episode
in the difffcylt history of mankind. No,
the policy of détente is by no means a
pas’! stage. e mmrs belongs to this
policy,

ropov, 68 years old, ine for-
the' ‘Soviot security and io-

appoinf 0, the party leadershij two
day;af(er Mr. Breg.r;xrgr died, i
Today Mr: Androp go
lenglh about the prol lems of

the Soviet

1 Lmirs Prvductfmyln Earnirigs
'y r?ssedk bee\i :h improve the
tpu of wo: ers by tighte; di
me and by linking m&ﬁr
) diy" work to eamng;.
spok the need’ fo ehmmata Lhe
N ofscarce_Tesources,
"placs Personnel currecuy” and en:
courage “initiative and enterprise” by
giving greater inde, dpendence to indus-
lria(enterpnsﬂan farms.
-~ Also, he said; there should be an ac-
celerated drive to introduce new tech-
nology..*'You cannot get things movmg
byslogans‘alone.” hesaid. .
haif-hour speech pubhshed sev:
eral urs after it was dehvered ina
. closed session, appeared to place Mr,
i Andropov s stamp ﬁm;ly on t.he K.rem-

spoke- a( -

lin's policies at hame and abroad.

e emphasis on détente was essen-
tially a continuation o( the line followed
for more than a decade by Mr. Brezh-
nev, who died on Nov. 10at the age of 75,
But dpart from the {emaﬂu about
niaintaining Soviet military strength at
a proper level, there was none of the

mxhtanstfc color&ng that dns\mgmshed

Brezhnev’s last speechesr Twice
shcrlly before he died, the former
leader spoke of the n¢ fo upgrade the
Soviet armed forces and heighten corn-
bat readiness to guard against the
Lhreat from the Umled States.

SameLhmg similar seemed 1mpl|c1,t in

’s remarks when he was’

noser) party leadér. On that occasion,

he said peace could be defended only by

“relying on the mvincxble might of the
Soviet armed force not by pleadi

with “lmpenahsu

Western

u,

Toss via Uniid Pres geruatonal
Geldpr A Allyev

al
iong’ appeared to, confirm
drof pov and hig colleagues
the ruling Politburo had chosen to re-
spand positively fo Pm dent Reagan s
message of condoledce to the Kremlin

- on Mr, Brezhnev's death. The Reagan

message referred to the “strong de-|!
sire’” ol the United States for an im-
gmved relationship.

Vice President Bush and Secretary of | ghani

State George P, Shultz subsequently
met with Mr. Andropov when they were
in Moscow for the funeral, dnd accounts
of that meeting said the new Soviet
leadeér seemed ready to look for areas
where pmgress could be made. -

v Econom]c Plans Unexpected
Western diplomafts were also struck
by Mr. Andropov’s espousal of eco-
nomic saluuons\ that have long been
talked about here but that have béen
subordinated unti] ROW t0 & ?re{erence
control and ideo-

' Quéfe"n‘ Mbthe‘r Héspitalized
- Noy. ' 22°

at dinnef at her home in Wmdsor

Sunday night, her spokesman'said. He
said that the Queen M Mother, who is 82
years 0ld; was recovering well after the
operatlon tg remove the fishbone and
leave the hospital within 43

] i
igh Mr. And.mpvv ‘bagked up his

words with rrequem references to the

Pomburo the party’s innief cabinet, the
halso suggested a striking dey
n sel{-assurance ina leader Dew to his

In the foreign pohcy sectmn of his ad.
dress, Mr. Androy other
aspects of Sovret pul&cy, but in several
caseq there were new stresses or nu-
ances that suggested that there might
be adjustments to me approach adopted
under Mr. Brezhnev.

Y The nce$ 1 felations with the
XUmted States were couched in terms
Lha! by the standards of previous
leaders, were notably

polemics even if the Underlying theme
was basicaliy the same. An example
| was Mr. Andopov's remarks about the
sanctions and conditions set by recent
United States administrations in rela-
tions with Moscow over matters likd Af-
stan and Polan

‘‘Statements in wmch the readiness
for normalizing relations is linked with
the demand that the Soviet Union pay
for this with some sort of preliminary
concessions in different fields do ot
sound serious, to say the least,” he said,
“‘We shall not agree to this, and, prop-
erly speaking, we have nothing to can-
cel. We did not introduce sanctions
against anyone, we did rigt denounce
treaties and agreements that were

signed, and we did not interrupt talks
that were started.”

The Soviet leader added, ‘1 shoul

like to stress once more that the Soviet
lmmn stands for accord, but this shoul
‘e sought on the basig of’ reciprocity and
equality.”
The key to talks with the United
States and other Western nauons,
particularly onarms, he said, “‘does not
Tie in the statement of differénces” but
in a real effort to achieve results useful
toall sides.

““The problerns will not disapy
themseives'if the talks are hel

ar by
for the
sake of talks,” he said, “as it unfortu.
nately happens not mfrcqu,endy.;‘

Reagan Propbses MX “Déns/é Pack’ Plan

Contlnued From Pagel

the right direction” in the Soviet-
American nuclear arms talks.

The President said placement of ‘the
MX missile was “‘absolutely essentia]”
tohis goal of modernizing American nu-
clear forces as well as providing an in-
centive to the Soviet Union to agree'toa
reduction in strategic arms.

‘‘Some may question what moderniz-
ing our military has to do with peace.“
Mr. Reagan said.

Speaking from his desk in the Oval
Office at the White House, he asserted
that *“a secure force keeps others from
threatening us and mat keeps the

e

“And just as |mportam it also in-.
creases the prre‘s‘fects of reaching sig-
nificant arms reductions with the Sovi-
etg, and that is what we really wam,"
the President added. ‘‘The ted
States wants deep cuts in the wnrld sar-.
senMalollzw also pledged toni the

r. Reagan also p! tonight that
the United States wouls f“nevergtx‘se its.
forces except!in response to attack.”
But he said that only through maintain-
ing a “strong deterrent’” of nuclear
weapons would the Soviet Union be per-
suaded not to use it§ weapons first.

Mr. Reagan's speech tonight was de-
scribed by several aides as one of his
most. 1mpvrtan! foreign policy state-]
ment3. It came at what several advis-
ers say i8 a critical time, with many in

Congress raising their voices against
his mxmary spending plans in general

and the MX missile inparticular,

“Takes Weapons to Prevent War’

Tha President also appeared to be
aiming his argument to those favoring
an nmmedxste Soviet-American nuclear|
weapons freeze and those — like the.
Roman Catholic bishops — who have
lately questioned the morality of de-
ploying such weapons even as a deter-
. rent to their use by the Russians.

““Yes, it is sadly ironic that in these|
modern times it still takes weapaons to|
prevent war,” Mr. Reagan said. “‘I wish|
it did not. We desm  peace, but peace is
a goal not a policy.”

He said he intended to *'search for|
peace along two parauel palhs — deter-
rence and arms reduct

Much of Mr. Reagans address re-
viewed what he described as a one-|
sided arms race in which the Russians|
their nuclear forces in several
areas “‘and we have not.”

Usmg electronically animated graph-~

ics with blue ]mes for the United States
and red lines for the Soviet Union, Mr,
Reagan sought to show how this was
trueinseveral areas,
Cites Number of Weapons
For example, Mr. Reagan showed
ow military spending by the United
States had gone down in the 1970’s.
“Now follow the red line,” the Presi-
dent said as the “‘Soviet” line moved.
R Ithasgvneupandupandu
‘The combination of the Soviets
spending more and the United States
spending proportionately less changed
the milifary balance and weakened our
deterrent,”” Mr, Reagan said. ““Today,
in vmually every measure of military
power, thy Sovre! Union enjoys a de-
cided advantage.

Specifically, he crted the number of
intercontinental missiles and bombers,
the number of land-based interconti-
nental ballistic missiles, intermediate-

range missiles based on land, and the

sxze of such conyéational forces as the

T of lanks. amllery pieces. air-
crrl[tand shij

“1f miy def ense proposals are passed,
it will still take five years before we
come close to the Soviet level,” Mr,

Reagansaid.
Plan Attacked by Critics

The Presndem.s formulation of the
problem, an echo of his campaign
themes from 1980, appeared destined to
stir controversy. Critics of the Adminis-
tration's five-year $1,600 billion mili-
tary buildup assert rhat while inferior
in quantity in some areas, American
nuclear forces are superior to the Soviet
forcesin quamyand flexibility. -

In additic es say that American
superiority lies m its submarines and
other sea- nuclear forces, and that
Western nuclear forces are equwalent

to Soviet bloc forces if one,counts the |2,

forces of American allies in Eumpe
Other_critics point out that some
Umted States estimates of Soviet mili-
ry expenditures are based on costs in
lhe Umled States — and it costs less to
maintain a Soviet soldier for a year
than an American soldjer. The Soviet
Union also has about, ode million men
near the Chinese border, where they do
notimmediately theaten NATO forces.

Ata bnefmg this e’vemng before Mr.
an's Feec a'se

ing that American nu-
clear forces were inferior to Soviet
forces. “He's not saying that,” the offi-.
cial responded, adding that the “key

point’’ was to be ‘‘conscious of the trend
more than the stable condition.”
Want to Avoid ‘Further Erosion’

He said Mr. Reagan’s aim was to
avoid “further erosion” of the Ameri-
can position. But neither he nor the
President tonight used the phrase “‘win-
dow of vulnerability,"” whlch Mr. Rea-
gan had said was confronting the United
Sta

"ﬂns term refers to the American con-
tention that the Russians have amassed
such powe! land-based missiles with
multiple warheads that they could theo-
retically use a small fraction of their
missiles to destroy perhaps 90 percent
of‘ Amencan land-based m)ss es in a
“first st "

Mr. Reaga.n said lonlght that the pro-
posed MX missile, newly named the
Peacekeeper, was aimed at eliminating
this threat,

“If we had not begun to modemxze.
the Soviet negotiators would know
had nothmg to bargain with exce
talk,” Mr. Reagan added. “‘They wr
know we were bluffing without a ood
hand because they know what cards we
ol —]ust as we know whal isin lheu'
hand.”

Reviews Reducllun Proposals_

Mr, Reagan also reviewed his own
proposals for nuclear and conventional
arms reductions.

In the slra:eg;c arms talks, the
United States has proposed reducmg
the number of Soviet and American
missile warheads from their current
level of about 7,500 on each srde 105,000
oneachside.

The Russians have countered by
seeking a reduction in strategic deliv-
ery vehicles — including long-range
bombers and long-range ballistic mis-
siles — for each side from the ceiling of
that was negotiated in the strate-
gic arms limitation (realy to a new
common ceiling of 1,

That accord was negntxaled in 1979 by
President Carter but not approved by
the Senate. Mr, Reaﬁ{? has said the
treaty is flawed but that he would ob-
serveits terms. e

Tumgh! the President said the Soviet
“‘opening position” on the nuclear arms
talks was “a serious one, and even
though it doesn’t meet dur ob;ecnve of
deep reductions, there’s no question

.| we're heading in the right direetion.”

- Washington Watch -
Monday in Business Day
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